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INFANT BAPTISM, 


INA 


LETTER to a Gentleman, Sc. 


SIR, 


, IS plain from Luke 12. 47, 48. That tho' Ig- 
| noxance of our Duty may extenuate, yet it 


won't excuſe our Non-periormance of it; per- 
mit me therefore to repreſent to you your Duty in one 
Inſtance, which, ar preſent, you are unacquainted with, 
I mean that of Dedicating your Children ro Chriſt in 
Raptiſm. | | 
The Arguments I ſhall produce on this Occafjon are, 
1. That the Children of Profeſſors are included in the 
Covenant of Grace with their Parents. 
II. That Baptiſm ſucceeds Circumciſion. 
III. That was Cuſtomary with the Jews to Baptize 
their Proſely tes Children. . 
IV. That the Commiſſion to Baptize, Mar. 28. 19. 
muſt intend Children as well as the Adult. 
V. That there is more Reaſon to Conclude, That the 
* Apoſtles did B3ptize Children, than that they did not. 
VI. Thar 'twas the general Practice of the Primitive 
Church to Baptize Infants. 
More Arguments might te produc'd, but theſe are 
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ſufficient to Diſſipate the Clouds that obſcure Infant Bap- 


I. 47g. Infants are to be baptized, becauſe the Chil- 


dremof Profeſſors are inclyded in the Covenant of Grace 


with their Patents. 1 


— 


That Children are thus in Covenant, is evident, 

From God's requiring the Children to appear before 
him with their Parents, and that 106 upon the moſt ſo- 
lemn Occaſions, See 2 Chrop. 20. 13. Joel 2. 15, 16, 17. 
Now what can be the meaning of this, but that 'Chil- 
dren were in Covenant with their Parents? We are told 
2 Chron. 8. 1 1. That Pharaohs Daughter muſt not dwell 
in the Houſe of David, becauſe the Places were holy, 
whereunto the Ark of the Lord had come. And As 21. 
28. The Greeks are faid ro pollute the Temple by en- 
tring into it: Thus were Perſons, not in Covenant, to 


be kept at a diſtance from the Place of God's Worſhip: 


And can we ſuppoſe therefore, that if Children were not 
in Covenant, God would have them ſummon'd to appear 
before him in his Temple, and that too upon the moſt 
ſolemn Occaſions? Eſpecially conſidering, that if they 
were not concern d with their Parenrs in thoſe religious 


Aſſemblies, their Abſence would be preferable to their 


Preſence; for they might, in ſome degree interrupt the 


Devotion of their Parents. 
But t what purpoſe ſhould T inſiſt any longer on this, 
ſince the Scriptures expreſly declare, That Children are 
in Covenant with their Patents? See, for Inſtance, what 
is ſaid, Gen. 17. 7, 8. I know ſome would fain evade 
this Text, by pretending that the Covenant here ſpoken 
of is not that of Grace. ii ä | I 
Let us therefore examine, whether it be the Covenant 


of Grace or no. 


»Tis certain that Fer. 31. 33. ſpeaks of the Covenant 
of Grace; and the Principal part of it is, God's promiſing 


to be their God: And is there nor the very ſame Pro- 
ifs in Gen. 17.7, 8.? Now as there is ſuch à ſweet 
Pn CC.. I 4. tee wv. 42 + 3 Harmony 
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(5) 
Harmony between theſe two Texts, why muſt they be 
ſuppos d to ſpeak of different Covenants ? Is it poſſible to 
ſay, the one is the Covenant of Grace, and the other is 


not, without depreciating the Covenant of Grace? For 
What is this, in effect, but the making ſome other Cove- 
. nant equal to that of Grace? 


Rom. 4, 11. may alſo ſatisſy us, That the Covenant 
here ſpoken of is that of Grace; for if Circumcifion, the 


. Seal of this Covenant was a Seal of the Righteouſneſs 


of Faith, what other Apprebenſion can we form of this 
Covenant, but that of Grace? We muſt be very great 
Strangers to our Bibles, if we think to find the Righte- 
ouſncis of Faith, even that whereby Abraham was Tulti- 
fy'd, in any other Covenant than that of Grace. 


Sal. 3. 17. may alſo teach us, That this Covenant 


here ſpoken of is that of Grace ; for if the Covenant made 
with Abraham: was Confirmed of God in Chriſt, what 
other Covenant can it be, but that of Grace? 
But to call in but one Evidence more, about the Co- 
venant made with Abrabam: It it cannot be the Cove- 
nant ſome have fancied it ro be, I hope it may be ac- 
knowledged the Covenant of Grace, 
But the Unhappineſs is, That they who won't have 
it a Covenant of Grace, are not agreed, what to call it. 
Some wovld have it a Covenant of Works „others, a 
Covenant whereby God made over the Land of Canaan 
to the Poſterity of Abraham. 5 
It cannot be a Covenant of Works; for, as Abraham 
was then a Believer, and conſequently Intereſted in the 
Covenant of Grace, is it at all probable, That God would 
run him back again into the Covenant of Works? And 
befides, What Comfort could Abraham take, in God's 
Promiſe to be a God unto him, and to his Seed after 
Him, according to the Covenant of Works? for that in- 
fiſts upon perfect and perpetual Obedience, in order to 
God's being our God. Gal. 3, 10. So that Abraham had 
Reaſon to Deprecate ſuch a Promiſe as this; and with 
1-65 2 A 3 Tears 


| | Ca) 
Tears {ament his own and Polterity's forlorn Condition. 
And as this may convince us *rwas no Covenant of 
Works: So | = 
Neither can it be a Covenant, whereby God made 
over the Land of Canaan to the Poſterity of Abrahamy 
for the Promiſe of Canaax is only an Appendix, or a leſs 
confiderable Part of this Covenant, Gen. 17. 7, 8. being 
ſomewhat Parallel to Mar. 6. 33. In the One there is a 


general Promiſe of earthly Things, in the Other, a par» | 


ticular Promiſe of Canaan. 
That this is an impartial Account cf the Promiſe of 
Canaan, is evident from what has been already hinted of 
Circumciſion, the Seal of this Covenant, That it was a 
Seal, not of Canaan, but of the Righteouſneſs of Faith. 
To which let me add; May not the dreadful Sanction 
affixed to the Seal of this Coyenant, Ger. 17. 14. incline 
us to believe, ſomething greater than Canaan was offer'd 
to Abraham and his Poſterity ? And, tis certain, the Fervs 
thought ſo, or elſe they would never have made Cicum- 
ciſion a neceflary Term of Salvation, as As 15, 1. 
But to bring this Debate to a final Concluſion, let Rom, 
3. v. 1, 2. be conſulted; That Scripiure may diſcover tq 
all who do not obſtinately ſhut their Eyes againſt the 
Truth, That rhe Promiſe of Canaan was only an Appen: 
dix, or a leſs confiderable Part ot this Covenant; for 
having in v. 1. put theſe Interrogations, What Advan- 
rage then hath the Few? or What Profit is there of Cir; 
cumciſion? In the 29. v. he anſwers, Much every way: 
Chic fly, Becauſe that unto them were committed the 
Oracles of God, The Apalile, you ſee, don't make the 
Pre miſe of Canaan, hut ſomething greater, the Chief or 
Principal Part of this Covenant. : 
And thus have l endeayour'd to ſęt the Covepant, Ger, 
17.7, &. v. in a clear Light: And as there is ſuch a ſwer g 
Harmony between this and that of Grace; as Circumci- 
ſion, the Seal af this Covenant, was a Seal of the Rigt- 
teouſneſs of Faith; as this Covenant was n 9 


. 
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F Works, nor a Covenant whereby God made over the 
Land of Canaan to the Poſterity of Abraham, therefore 
> 'Þ} ir muſt be the Covenant of Grace. 
; Thus apparent is it, From God's requiring the Chil- 
5 dten to appear before him with their Parents, and that 
4 too upon the moſt ſolemn Occafions 5 as alſo from the 
1 exprels Declaration of Gen. 17.7, 8. That Children 
re, Y were once in Covenant with their Parents.” 

| And were they once, and are they not ſo ſtill? Is there 
f one Text, from the Firſt Chapter of Geneſis to the laſt 
f of Revelations, that has a Syllable of their being caſt aut 
1 of Covenant? Our Lord, Pm ſure, had no hand in this 
5 Ejection, for he, by his coming, extended the Pales of 
n the Church, having broken down the Middle Wall of 
i Partition, which had long ſeparated the Jets and Gen- 
d tiles : And what did Chriſt break down the Middle Wall 
vs of Partition, from between the Fews and Gentiles, to 
n- ereC ir between Parents and their Children? Alas! Why 

muſt poor Children be excluded now any more than 
mM, formerly ? Is there not room enough for them in the 
tq Church, fince the calling of the Gentiles? Or have they 
he forfeited their Privilege by ſome new Crime? Or what 
No other way can we account for the Disfranchiſement of 
for Children? But, leaving ſuch Expoſtulations, let us open 
an- our New-Teftament, and we ſhall ſoon perceive, That as 
irs — were, ſo are they ſtill in Covenant with theic 

arents. 5 

— Several Texts might be produc'd on this occaſion, but 
the theſe two are ſufficient, Mark 10. 13, 14, 15, 16, and 
or f 1 Cor. 7. 1 4. N | ; 

; As to the former, every Sentence is an Argument, 
zen, That our Lord look'd upon Children as in Covenant with 
[erg | their Parents, i 
nci- Chriſt was much diſpleaſed with his Diſciples, becauſe 
igt- they had rebuked thofe that brought young Children 
d of to bim, Y Tx | "oj 
God | - Chriſt 


God in Chriſt ; and as this Covenant cannot be that of 
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(8) 
Chriſt gives this in Charge to his Diſciples, Suffer the 
little Children to come unto me, and forbid them not. 
Chriſt declares. to bis Diſciples the indiſputable Right 
Children had of coming unto him, For of ſuch is the 
Kingdom of God. | 
Chriſt would have his Diſciples underſtand, how 


greatly they were miſtaken, in ſuppoſing Children unfit 


to come unto him; whereas, Whoſoever ſhall not receive 
the Kingdom of God, as a little Child, he ſhall not enter 


therein. 


Chriſt having compaſſionately pleaded the Cauſe of 
Children, gives a yer ſweeter Demonſtration, how dear 
they were to him: He 700k them up in his Arms, put bis 
Hands upon them, and Bleſſed them. 

Behold ! What Tenderneſs! What Affection! What 
Concern ! What a vaſt Reſpect does our Lord here dif- 
cover for Children! Does this Language, or do theſe 
Actions repreſent Chriſt as one, who, by his coming, 
would caſt Children out of Covenant? Is it poſſible for 
any to read ſeriouſly theſe Premiſes, and not draw this 
fair Concluſion, Children are in Covenant ? 

And as our Lord, while on Earth, fully declar'd, That 
Childyen are in Covenant; ſo after his Aſcenſion, the 
Apoſtle Paul exprefly declar'd as much, 1 Cor. 7. 1 
For the unbelieving Husband is ſanftify'd by the Wife, and 
the unbelieving Wife is ſandliſy d by the Husband; elſe 
were your Children unclean, but now are they holy, i. e. 


Elſe were your Children out of Covenant, but now are 


they in Covenant | - 
This is a juſt Interpretation of this Texr, becauſe con- 
fidering the Subject the Apoſtle is upon, there is a great 


deal of force in the words Unclean and Holy, taken in 
this ſenſe: But if you ſtrip them of this, and ' impoſe 


ſome other, twill be no eaſie Task to clear them of Im- 
pertinence; and I'm ſure no part of Scripture can fall 
under that Imputation. CET 
And beſides, tis no unuſual thing in Scripture; to have 
the 
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the. Terms Unc/ean and Hely, ſignify Perſons out of Co- 
venant, and in Covenant, /i. 52.1. Ads 10. 28. Deat. 
7. 6. and 14. 2, 21. 

By this time, I hope, you are convinced, That the 
Children of Profeſſors being included in the Covenant of 
Grace with their Parents, is no Chymera, but a comfor- 
table Truth atteſted by the Cid and New Teſtaments. 
And what Inference then can be more ſolid than this, 
Therefore Infants are to be Baptized? 

Bur if there yer remain any Scruple upon your Mind, 
IT would adviſe you to inform your ſelf from Gen. 17. 10. 
from the Neceſſity of Baptiſm, and from the Practice of 
your own Party, That if Infants be in Covenant, they are 
to be baptiz'd. 
As to Gen. 7. 10. God commands, That they who were 
in Covenant, ſhould receive the Innitiating Seal of the 
Covenant, And What God hath joined together; let not 
Man put aſunder. | 
As to the Neceſſity of Baptiſm; (I mean not the ab- 
ſolute Neceſſity of it to Salvation; for that Notion is 
Uncharitable and Superſtitious) But by the Neceſſity of 
Baptiſm I mean, That as Children are in Covenant, ſo 
tis neceſſary they ſhould be baprized, in order to remove 
all Doubts of their being in Covenant, and to diſtin- 
guiſh them from the Children of Infidels. 

There was indeed no ſuch Neceſſity of Profeſſors Chil- 
dren having a Seal of rhe Covenant, during that Age of 
the Church, which was from the Fall to God's appoint- 
ment of Circumcifion, becauſe none in Covenant had a 
Seal : Bur, as ever fince thar, Perſons in Covenant have 
had one, if nor two Seals, it may create a Jealouſy, 
whether Profeſſors Children be in Covenant, or whe- 

ther there be any difference batwen them and the Chil- 

dren of Infidels, except Profeſſors Children have a Seal 
of the Covenant, | 

A s to the Practice of your own Party; are not they 

willing to Baptize any, as ſoon as _ can diſcern _e 
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(10) 
ſible Evidences of their being in Covenant? And ovgit 
not then the Children of Profeſſors to be Baptiz'd, hnce 
we can diſcern in God's Word real Evidences of their 
being in Covenant? 

It it be objected, why may not Children hive the 
Lord's Supper, ſince that, as well as Baptiſm, is a Seal 
of the Covenant ? 

I anſwer: Suppoſe I had been now pleading for Chil- 
drens ſucking their Mothers Breaſts, would it be inge- 
nuous to object. why may they not participate of every 
Diſh on their Mother's Fable? Or does it follow, Thar 
becauſe Students are Matriculated at their admiſhon into 
the Univerſity, that therefore they immediately take their 
Degrees? And why then may not Children be Baptiz'd, 
tho' they be not brought to the Lord's Table? Tis con- 
teſs'd, They are both Seals of the Covenant; but with 
this difference, That one is the initiating Seal, the other 
the confirming Seal; That to receive the one, tis ſuffici- 
ent to be in Covenant; but to receive the other, Perſons 
muſt not only be in Covenant, but Do it in Remembrance 
ud Luke 22. 19. 1 Cor. 1 1. 24, 25. which Chil 
Aden are not capable of doing. But however, as Milk 
is ſufficient for Children till they are capable of ſtrong- 
ger Nouriſhment; and Matriculation for Students, till 
they become Graduates, ſo is Baptiſm ſufficient for us, 
till we are fit to be Communicants. 

Thus have I, with as much Brevity and Perſpicuity as 
I could, fer before you, That Infants are to be Baptized, 
becauſe the Children of Profeſſors are included in-the 
Covenant of Grace with their Parents, 


Succeeds Circumciſion. 


_ 


All that is neceſſary to do here, is, To prove that Bap· 


tiſm ſucceeds (i. e. is ſubſtituted in the ſtead of) Circum- 


ciſion; for as Infants were Circumciſed, I hope you will 


„ freely 
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II. Arg, Infants are to be Biptiæ d, becauſe Baptiſm 


C41) | 

freely grant, they are to be Baptiz'd, if Baptiſm ſuc* 
ceeds Circumciſion. | 

To clear up this Truth to you then, let it be confider'd, 

1. That if Baptiſm don't fucceed Circumciſion, the Pri- 
vilege of the Chriſtian Church, as to Infants, is not fo 
much as equal to that of the Jewiſh; for Circumciſion 
was a great Privilege, as the Apoſtle declares, Rom. 2. 25. 
and 3. 1, 2. And what Equivalent has Chriſt given the 
Chriſtian Church for Circumciſion, if Baptiſm be not the 
Equivalent ? | 


Ti certain, an Equivalent in this Inſtance was very 


Requiſite; for | 
1+ Without ſuch an Equivalent, the Infants of Profeſ- 
ſors enjoy no external Privilege above the Infants of In- 


fidels. 


2. Without ſuch an Equivalent, Childrens being in 
Covenant will be rendred obſcurer under rhe Goſpel, than 
it was under the Law. 

+ 3. Without ſuch an Equivalent, the Fews would have 
been much more prejudic'd againſt Chriſt ,-for *ris well 
known how fond they were of Circumciſion; had this 
therefore been raken away, and no Equivalent gwen, they 
mom have been apt to make ſome ſuch Remarks gs 
tnele : PRs 1 

Can he intend my Happineſs, that would deprive my 


Children of their only external Privilege? Or ſhall I be 


fo cruel a Parent, as to embrace Chriſtianity, when by 
continuing a Jew my Children will have a Seal of the 
Covenant, but by turning Chriſtian they muſt have none? 
Eſpecially this might prejudice ſuch Jews againſt Chriſt, 


as had Children, and might have more; tor ſome ſuch 


Thoughts as theſe might ſtart up in their Breaſts. 

What, have my preſent Children teceiv'd a Seal of the 
Covenant, and ſhall my future Children have none? How 
ſhall I withour Tears, ſee my Children rogether, when 


ſome of them have the Seal of God's Covenant, and 


others of them have nothing to diſtinguiſh them from the 
Children of Infidels? B 2 4 With: 
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4. Without ſuch an Equivalent, the Glory of God, an 
the Comfort of Parents and Children would ſuſtain a con- 
fiderable Loſs by the Aboliſhment of Circumcifion; for 
Circumciſion had an happy tendency to advance the 
Glory of God, and the comfort of Parents and Children. 

To mention ſome Inſtances- : 
had an bappy tendency to advance God's 

on © OS! ie. rn Ten ; 

As it intimated the Impurity of our Nature, That we 
were ſhapen in Iniquity, and in fin did our Mothers con- 
ceive us; for were we born into this World abſolutely 
Pure, we ſhould have had the Divine Image upon us, 
and conſequently we ſhould have wanred no other Seal, 
eſpecially not that painful one of Circumciſion; | 


As it diſcovered the gracious Diſpoſition of God, and 


the ſtrong Inclination he had to be reconciled, in and 
thro' Chriſt, to the Apoſtate Race of Adam: That tho? 
they were caſt out to the lothing of rheir Perſon in the 


Day that they were Born, that yet his Eye pitied them, 


his Heart had compaſhon upon them, and when he paf- 
ſed by them, and ſa them polluted in their own Blood, 
he ſaid unto them Live: That tho? they had defac'd his 
Image, and therefore he might juſtly diſown them, that 
yet he was willing to Mark them again for his own, *” 


As it mote ſolemnly obliged Parents to Educare their 


Children religiouſly ; for having devoted them to God ih 
that Ordinance, they were peradious if they had not à 
due regard to Educate them for God. 2h 
As it gave Parents an excellent Argument wherewith 
to reprove Sin, or excite Holineſs in their Children: For 
how awakening mult this Language of a Parent be? 
W hat! my Child, have you been devoted te God; and 
will you ſerve the Devil! Or will you wear the. Liver 
4f an holy God; and not follow Holineſs? After you 
being marked for Heaven, will you throw your ſelf into 
Hell, and even a horter part of it than Infidels ſhall have 
; As it might promp: Parents to bewail every * 
„ n 
; & 
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(13) 
of their Childrens Souls. I very early, may the Parent ſay, 


gave my Child up to the Lord; and then the Lord ſald 


unto me, as Pharaoh's Daughter to the Mother of Moſes, 
Take this Child and nurſe it for me, and I will give thee 
thy Wages. *Twas my Duty therefore, to teach my Child 
the Fear of the Lord, both by Expreſſions and Example; 


I ought frequently to have prayed with, and for my 


Child; to have raken my Child with me to the Houſe of 
God; to have reprov'd and correted my Child for Faults 
which deſerved it: Thoſe and the like things the Lord 
required of me, and the Salvation of my Child's Soul 
demanded, and I ſolemnly promiſed ; but what have! 


done for the Soul of my Child? Alas! how ſhamefully 


have I neglected it | 

As it might have an Influence upon Parents to be 
concerned tor their own Souls; for their devoting their 
Children to God in this Ordinance, would remember 
them of their own being devoted; and the Obliga- 
tion they wete brought under to take care of their Chil- 
dren's Souls, ſuppoſed the ſame, or greater Obligation, 
to take care of their own Souls, | 
As it brought Children under the earlieſt and ſtrongeſt 
Engagements to be the Lord's. The Devil begins as 


early as he can with Children, to liſt them under his 


Banner; af tis dreadful to conſider, how early he has 


ſome times done this; for have ue not heard Children 


liſping out the Devil's Language, before they have learn- 
ed to ſpeak plain. But now, by this Ordinance, Children 
were firſt liſted under the Lord's Banner, and could not 
deſert it without being extremely perfid ious. And when 
Satan, or his Agents at any time ſet upon them to engage 
in Sin, they might ſilence their Ad verſaries, and put them 


to flight, by ſaying, we were in our Infancy entred into 


the Lord's Service, and took an Oath of Allegiance to 
him, we are thzrefore intirely and eternally at his 
command, what he orders we muſt do, what he forbids 
we muſt forbear, and ſo we date not liſten to your Inſi- 
ſpatiots, e TS IN | AS 
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As it might haſten Repentance after the Commiſion of 
Sin. Alas! might Perſons ſay, How unbecoming one in 
Covenant with God, did I act, when in ſuch and ſuch 


Inſtances I ſinned againſt him! could any thing be more 


provoking, than to violate the Covenant while ] bear the 


Seal of the Covenant! What a fad Inconfiſtency is this, 


to ſubſcribe my ſelf the Lord's, and yet favour his invete- 
rate Enemy! Shall not my Soul be troubled for theſe 
things ? Shall I not baſten to my God, that I may bluſh 
and confeſs my Sin, and have God again reconciled to me? 
In theſe and the like Inſtances, ſay, had Circumciſion 
an happy tendency to advance God's Glory ? 


And then Circumciſion tended to the Comfort of Pa- 


rents X 
As it gave Parents more comfortable Hopes of ſuch of 
their Children as died in their Infancy; for they might 
fairly conclude, That as their Infancy was no Bar to their 
receiving the Seal of God's Covenant, ſo neither would 
that, of it (elf, be any Bar to their Salvation. 
As it might render Parents more eaſy to die from their 
Children ; for they might thus comfort themſelves, 


Tho? we leave our Children behind us, yet as God hag 


put his Seal upon them, ſo we hope, he will be a Father 
unto them, and provide Spiritual and Temporal Bleſſings 
for them. | 

As it might comfort Parents in the pious Education of 
their Children; for they might reaſonably expect God's 
affiſtance in the Education of his ſealed ones. 

And then Circumciſion tended to the comfort of Chil- 
dren, as it declared, That their earlieſt Sacrifices would 
be very pleaſing and acceptableunto God; That he would 
take Notice of them, and with pleaſure behold them, at 
his Houſe, or upon their Knees, or looking into his Word. 
As 1t led Children to depend upon God for Counſel, in 
their tender unexperienc'd Age; and for ſtrength to for- 
tify them againſt the numerous Temptations, unto which 
their Youth expos'd them, | N 


AS 


ww 


3 
As it invited Children upon their fincere Repentance; 
to be Supplicants at the Throne of Grace for pardon; for 
their being ſealed might ſatisfy them of God's Willing - 


neſs to be reconciled to them, when truly penitent. 


As it might TGpport Children at the Deceaſe of their 


Parents; for having God's Seal upon them, they might 


hope God would, upon all occafions, ſhew himſelf their 
tender Parent. 

In theſe and the like Inſtances, had Circumcifion a 
happy tendency to advance the Glory of God, and the 
comfort of Parents, and Children, 

And here might I run over the fame Particulars, and 


| ſhew you, That Baptiſm is yet more ſubſervient to theſe 


great Purpoſes ; and conſequently, if Baptiſm be the Equi. 
valent for Circumciſion, theſe Advantages are continued, 
but otherwiſe, they are intirely loſt ; and certainly, 'tis 
much more for the Honour of Jeſus Chriſt, to believe 
they are continued by Baptiſm. 2 

But, perhaps, you will here object, How ſeldom does 


Infant-Baptiim advance the glory of God, or the comfort 


of parents and Children? What Parents among the Hea- 
then can be more careleſs of their Childrens Education, 
than many of thoſe who have their Infants baptiz d? Or 
what Children can be wickeder or more irreligious than 


many of thoſe who were baptiz d in their Infancy ? 
To which I anſwer, That ſuch a Character of Parents 


and Children is bitterly to be lamented, and Wo to ſuch 


Parents and Children; for God will ſeverely avenge him - 
ſelf of them, except they repent. 

But however, this does not at all affect the Argument 
we are vpon ; for whilſt Circumcifion was the Seal of 
the Covenant, Parents and Children were guilty of the 
ſame Crime: | 

And beſides, Is it not as melancholy 2 Truth; that ma- 
ny who attend upon the Word, have no regard to Phil. 
I, 27. Only let your Converſation be as it becometh the 
Cel of Chriſt, .. Bar*compel Miniſters to reſume the 
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T have told you often, and now tell you even weeping, that 
they are the Enemies of the Croſs of ( brift ; whoſe End 
is Deſtruclion, whoſe God is their Belly, and whoje glory 
is in their ſhame, who mind earthly this? But muſt 
Miniſters be filenc'd, becauſe theſe live the reverſe of the 
Women? | 

And, to come yet a little nearer, are there not too 
many among your own Party, who are no very great Or- 
naments to Religion, but their Converſation, ſince Bap- 
tifm, has been wickeder, and more irreligious than ſome 
of the Heathens ? and muſt Adult-Baptiſm therefore be 
diſcarded ? | | Wn” 

So that, tho the wretched perfidiouſneſs of many Pa- 
rents and Children muſt be greatly lamented, yet this 
does no way affect the Argument we are upon: After all, 
we may (till inſiſt, That the glory of God, and the com- 
fort of Parents and Children are concerned, That Bap- 
tiſm ſhould be the Equivalent for Circumcifion. 

Thus have I ſhewed you, That Bapriſm muſt ſucceed 
Circumciſion, or elſe the Chriſtian Church, as to Infants, 
is not ſo much as equal to that of the Jewith in Privilege, 
tho? *tis certain, an Equivalent for Circumciſion was very 
Requiſite. | 

But to proceed, | . 

2. Let it alſo be conſidet d, That the Lord's Supper, 
which is one of the Sacraments of the New: Teſtament, + 
ſucceeds the Paſſover, which was one of the. Sacraments 
of the Old- Teſtament: And may we not fairly conclude 
then, That Bapriſm, which is the other Sacrament of the 
Neu- Teſtament, ſucceeds Circumciſion, which was the 
other Sacrament of the O/d- Teſtament? 

3. It deſerves alſo our confideration, That, as Perſons, 
were ſolemnly introduc'd into the Jewiſh Church by Cir- 
cumcifion, ſo are they folemaly introduc'd into the Chri- 
ſtian Church by Baptiſm. 2 
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againſt the Errors of falſe and inſinuating Teachers; one 
of which Errors was, That none could be ſaved except 
they were Circumciſed: And tis againſt this Error that 
theſe 11, 12 Verſes ate direQed. 


In the 11th v. The Apoſtle takes notice, that his Co/o/- 


ſians were inwardly Circumcis'd, thereby intimatipg, that 


the meer Abſence of external Circumciſion could never ex- 


clude them from Salvation. Bur then in the 12th v. he 
t roſecutes the Matter yet cloſer, and takes notice that his 
Co/loſfians are not deſtitute even of an external Seal of the 
Covenant, for tho' they were not Circumciſed, yet they 
were Baptized, | 

This is, I humbly conceive, the Apoſtles Mind in theſe 
Ver'es: And as the Apoſtle Anſwers the ObjeQion of his 
Coloſfians not being Circumciſed, by declaring they were Bap- 


tised; what is this, in effect, but a Declaration, That 


Baptiſm ſucceeds Citcumeifion ? 

To ſum up the Evidence therefore of Baptiſm's ſucceed- 
ing Circumcifion, As this was neceſſary, in order to make 
the Privilege of the Chriftian Church, as to Infants, at 
leaſt equal to that of the Jewiſh; as the Lord's Supper 
ſucceeds the Paſſover : As Perſons were ſolemnly introduc'd 
into the Jewifh Church by Circumciſion, and into the Chri- 
ſtian Church by Baptiſm; and as the Apoſtle, (ol. 2, 11, 
12. intimates, That Baptiſm ſucceeds Circumciſion; fo, 
how can we refuſe our Aﬀent to this Truth ? Will any call 
us credulous for this? Certainly nothing can be more Un. 
Juſt ; for, with what valid Arguments is the Affirmative 
ivpported ; whereas the Negative has only a Fallacy or 


two to appear for it. 


One Fallacy is this; | 
Why are not Infants Baptiz d on the Sth Day, if Bap- 


tiſm ſueceed Circomeiſion? 


To which 1 anſwer, The $th Day was a Circumſtance 
Which ceaſed with Circumciſion, as the 14th Day of the 
fft Month ceaſed with the Pati. ver: And the 8th Day 
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may inſtroct us, not unneceſſarily ro defet the Baptiſm of 
our Children, yet we dare not confine our {elves. to that 


Day; for this would expoſe us to the Apoſtles Reprehen- 
fion, Gal. 4.10, And beſides, Why may not Bapriſm ſuc- 
ceed Circumciſion, tho* we don't confine our ſelves to the 
8th Day, as well as your Party pretend to imitate Chriſt's 
Baptiſm, without confining themlelves to the 3oth Year? 
Eſpecially, conſidering, they are under equal Obligation to 
imitate Chriſt in this Particular, as in that they inſiſt on; 
for Chriſt was not Bapriz'd when Adult, for our imitation, 


bur, becauſe he could not be Baptiz d in his Infancy z for 


Baptiſm, as a Chriſtian Ordinance, was not then Inſtituted, 
as all muſt conteſs who know, That the firſt Commiſſion 
to Biptize was deliver'd to John the Baptiſt, who was Born 
but 6 Months before our Lord. | | 
Bur, to proceed to another Fallacy, which is often urg- 
ed againſt Bapriſm's ſucceeding Circumciſion 
Ale not Males and Females Baptiz d? whereas the Males 
only were Circumcis'd. 8 
To which | anſwer: + | 
Circutnciſtion was a Seal which Females were uncapable 
of receiving, tho* not of improving ; for they might learn 
by the Circumciſion of the Males, that they themſclves 
were born in Covenant, as being deſcended from the ſame 
or the like Parents. But now under the Goſpel, Chriſt was 


| Pl-a'ed to give Males and Females equal ſatisfaction of 


their being in Covenant, and Baptiſm was made the New 
Seal, which both Sexes are equally cap4ble of Receiving. 

Bur that Females being Baprized,ſhould be urged againſt 
Baprifm's ſucceeding Circumciſion, is, I confeſs, ſome what 
ſu pr Zing. 

At the Union of England and Scotland, the Antient Seal 
of England was laid aſide, and a new Seal appointed, 
which ſhould equally ſerve the united Kingdoms: But 
will any ſay, That this new Seal don't ſuceeed the Antient 
Seal cf England, becauſe Scotland equally concern'd with 


this, and was not with the orher ? And why then may nor 
Baptiſm ſucceed Circumcilion, tho Females ate Baptiz d, 


and were not Circumcis'd. „ 
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Thus have I expos'd theſe Fallaciee, which ſome would 
interpoſe, to hinder our Belief of Baptiſm's ſucceeding 

I ſhall now cloſe this Argument with obſerving, That 
tis thro? meer Inadvertency, Perſons, in the Diſpute of In- 
fant Bzpiiſm, have recourſe to ſuch Texts as Mar. 3. 6, 
28. 19. Act 2. 38. 8. 37, c. for thoſe Texts ſpeak of the 
Adult; and we faithfully take our Meaſures from them, 
as often as we are concern'd with the Adult. We will not, 
we dare not Baptize the Adult, till they have been fift 
taught, and give Signs of Faith and Repenrance. Bur what 
is all this to Infant Baptiſm? Were not Inſtruction, and 
Signs of Faith and Repentance the Terms of Citcumciſion 
under the Law to the Adult? And yer none of thefe were 
* 1 neceſſary to the Circumcifion of Infants: And as 

aptiſm ſucceeds Circumciſion, therefore, tho' theſe be the 
Terms of our Baptizing the Adult, yet we may, and ought 
to Baprize Infants, without inſiſting upon any thing of that 
Nature. 

But, to proceed to another Argument for lyfant Baptiſm, 

III. Arg. Infants are to be Baptiz'd, becauſe *twas cuſto- 

mary with the Fews to Baptize their Proſelytes Children, 

That there was fuch a Cuſtom among the Jews, None 
can deny, who are acquainted with their Books. 

The Original of this Cuſtom is thought ro be Numb. 15 
15, 16. This Text, ſays the Jews, obliged them to deal 
with their Proſelytes, and their Children, as God dealt 
with the Iſraelites upon their leaving Idolatrous Egypt: 
Now God, they ſay, Baptized the Iſraelites on that occa- 
ſion, and the Apoſtle ſeems to intimate as much, 1 Cor. 10. 
1, 2. And therefore the Jews Baptized all ſuch as, under 
the Law, were Geatiles, bur, forſaking Idolatry, embraced 
the Worſhip of the true God: Ard together with the Pa- 
rents, the Children were Baptiz'd. 

This is a brief Account of this Jewiſh Cutom. 

Now *tis the Opinion of the Learned, That the Chriſti- 
an Sacrament of Baptiſm was taken from this Cuſtom of 
the Jews; for Circumciſion being to be laid afide and a 
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New Seal to be ſubſtituted in its ſtead, Baptiſm was upon 


ſeveral Accounts moſt fit to be the New Seal, and there- 
fore Chriſt made it ſo. | OP 
As then, Baptiſm was thus taken from the Jewiſh Cu- 
ſtam of Baptizing Proſelytes and their Children; who can 
torbid Water that our Infants ſhould not be Baprtiz'd as 
well as theirs ? | N 
IV. Arg. Infants are to be Baptiz'd, becauſe the Com- 
miſfon to Baptixe, Mat. 28. 19. muſt intend Children 
as well as the Adult. '«X 
There is nothing more common, than to inſult us with 
this Commiſhon : But, upon a calm Inquiry, *twill appear 
much to our Adyantage. 3 | 1 ; 
I hall not, I hope, be thought unre a ſonable, if I demand, 
That the Commiſſion be taken in that Senſe which was 
moſt Intelligible to the Apoſtles : And if fo, the Commiſſi. 
on muſt intend Children as well as the Adult; for the A- 
poliles, being _— acquainted with the Cuſtom of 
their Nation to baptize Proſelytes and their Children, ſo, 
what Conſtruction would they more readily put upon the 
Commiſſion than this? 
That they muſt go and preach the Goſpel to all Nations; 
and when any were converted, they muſt Baptize them; 
and if any of the Converts had Children, they were to, be 
baptized with their Parents. | 
To illuſtrate this Matter, ſuppoſe I ſhould engage ſome 
Miniſters of my Acquaintance to undertake a Voyage to 
the Indies, and; upon their departure, ſhould deliver them 
a Commiſſion in theſe Terms, Go ye therefore, and teach 
all rhe Indian Nations, Baptixing them in the Name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
How, pray, would theſe Miniſters proceed in the Indies? 
Would not they firſt teach the Natives the Principles of the 
Chriſtian Religion, and then Baptize their Converts toge- 
ther with their Infants ? But, ſuppoſe ſome ſhould charge 
them with exceeding their Commiſſion, becauſe there is 
no expreſs mention of Infants there; would not they im- 
mediately defend themſelves by ſaying, Tis no matter whe- 


they 
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ther th are expreſv'd, ſmce we know that Infants wee 
ade n the Commiſſion ? For tis cuſtomary to bapdze 


Infants in England, and conſequently, had not he who gave 
us the Commiſhon, intended we ſhould baptize Infants, he 
would either expreſly have excepted Infants in the Com- 


miſſion, or upon ſome other occaſion have intimated, that 


we ſhould not baptize Infants. pg 
Why, even ſo, as to the Commiſſion our Lord gave his 
Diſciples; if he intended they ſhould baptize Infants, the 
Commiſſion is in plain and clear Terms, becauſe the Apoſtles 
were familiarly acqu2inted with the Cuſtom of their Nati- 
on, to baptize Proſely tes and their Children: But, if our 
Lord intended not to have Infants baptiz d, the Commiſſi- 
on is obſcure, and not ſo intelligible ; and an expreſs Ex- 
ception of Infants was neceſſary in the Commiſſion it ſelf ; 
or upon ſotme other occaſion Chriſt would have intimated, 
Thar Infants ſhould not be baptiz'd : But nothing like this 


has ever yet been met with in God's Word; and till ſuch 


a Diſcovery be made, we dare not but believe, That Infants 
are as fully intended in this Commiſſion, as if they had 
been expreſly mentioned there. | 

And let it not be thought, That we ſo ſtrenuouſly inſiſt 


upon Infants being intended in the Commiſhon, throf fear 
of being Deſtitute of a command in Scripture for Iafant- 


Baptiſm z for every Text of Scripture that commands us to 
de obedient to Chriſt in all things, is, in effect, a command 
to dedicate our Infants to Chriſt in Baptiſm; and beſides, 
as Baptiſm ſucceeds Circumciſion, ſo, what are the Com- 
mands in Scripture to Circumciſe Infants, but as ſo many 
Commands to Chriſtians to baprize their Infants ? 

* *Tis nothing therefore but a fervent Love to Truth, that 
makes us inſiſt upon it, That Infants are intended in the 
Commiſſion, and we may with the greater ſatis faction in- 
ſiſt on it, becauſe they who ſuppoſe Infants are not intend- 
ed in the Commiſſion, have hitherto ſaid but little to 
Exclude then. 5 

Some indeed fancy they can exclude Infants out of the 
Commiſſion, by ſaying, That the Word Teach is put —— 
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Baptizing: But, as has been already binted, the Word 


Teach, has reference only to the Adult, That they ſhould 
de firſt taught before they were Baptiz d. And beſides, this 


as to us; for it none muſt be baptiz d till they are firſt 
taught, becauſe in Mat. 28. 19. Teach is put before Bapti- 
zing; why may not we argue, That Infants muſt be bap- 


2ized, before the Bapri/m of Repentance for the remiſion of 


Sins is preached to them, becauſe in Mark 1. 4. Baprize 
is put before Preach? and why ſhould the Word Teach, be- 
ing put before Baprize, in Mar, 28. 19. any more exclude 


Infants the Commiſſion, than believeth and is baptized, be 


ing put before ſaved, in Mark 16. 16. ſhould cxclude In- 
fants Salvation? e 
Let ſuch therefore be perſwaded, never to pretend this 


=p way to exclude Infants the Commiſſion, except they have 
2 mind to deſtroy their beloved Hypotheſit, and to diſpair 
of their Infants Salvation. : | ' 


V. Arg, Infants are to be baptized, becauſe there is more 
Reaſon to conclude, That the Apaſtles did baptize Chil- 
dren, than that they did not. 

Phe New-Teftament in ſeveral Places acquaints us, That 
the Apoſtles baptized Families: And who can, without 

reſumption, fay, There were no Children in any of thoſe 

Familick? In all Caſes where we cannot have better ſatis- 
faction, tis ſafeſt and moſt prudent to acquieſce in that 
which is moſt probable. In the preſent Caſe therefore, the 
Scripture being ſilent, whether there were any Children in 
theſe Families or no, we muſt acquieſce in that which is 
moſt probable. 

Now, as more Families have Children, than not, ſo is it 
more probable, that, at leaſt ſome of theſe Families had 
Children; and conſequently, There is more teaſon to con- 
clude, That the Apoſties did baptize Children, than that 
they did not. | 

It any ask, why the New-Teſtament gives us no expreſs 
Inftances of infant-Bapriſm ? 

1 Anſwer: Becauſe *twas not neccflary ; for the greateſt 

. number 


way of arguing will be as fatal to them and their Children, 


oC ASP | 
number of Learned and Pious Chriſtians can diſcern Infant 
Baptiſm in the New- Teſtament, without ſuch expreſs In- 
ſtances, and if ſome Perſons will be more curious, and 
won't be contented without ſuch expreſs Inſtanees, God is 
not oblig'd to gratify their Curiofity.  , 

But to Cure theſe Perſons of their Curioſity; if poſſible, 
[ defire their Reſolution of the following Queries. 

I. Are not the expreſs Inſtances of Infant-Circumcifion 
in the Old Teſtament, tantamount to * — Inſtances of 
Infant-Baptiſm in the New- Teſfament, ſince Baptiſm ſuc- 
ceeds Circumciſion? 

2. Why ſhould it ſeem ſtrange, That the Neto-Teſta 
ment gives us no exprets Inſtances of Infant-Bapriſm , fince 
the Old. Teſtament, if I miſtake not, has but one expreſs In- 
{tance of Infant-Cixcumcifion ; viz. Iſaac Gen. 21, 4. Tho? 
the Old- Teſtament contains the Principal Tranſactions of 
about 1500 Years after Circumciſion was inſtituted, where- 
as in the New-Teftament we have the Principal TranſaCti- 
ons of but a few Lears? 

3. Can they ſuppoſe, That Children were never pre- 
ſent at the Chriſtian Aſſemblies in the Apoſtles days? and 
= what expreſs Inſtances be there of this in the New- 

eftament ? 8 é 

4. Is it not as eaſy to find in the Net- Teſſament expreſs 
Inſtances of Infant-Baptiſm, as of Womens approaching 


the Lord's Table? 


5. Why we may not, with the ſame Air of Aſſurance, 
demand «xpreſs Inſtances in the New-Teſtament, of the 
Adult Baptiſm of ſuch as were born of Chriſtian Parents; 
and make the profound ſilence of the Net Teſtament on 
this account an Evidence, That ſuch were not Baptized 
Adult, but in their Infancy ? | 

But leaving ſuch curious Perſons to reſolve theſe Que- 
ries, I ſhill proceed to the laſt Argument I have, at pre- 
ſent, to offer for Infant Baptiſm, Viz, | 

VI. Arg. Infants are 10 be Baptized, becauſe *twas the 
general Prattice of the Primitive Church to haptize Infants. 

I am fat from having tueh à ſuperſtitious Venerarion tor 


Antiquuy, 
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Antiquity, as to ſubſcribe to every thing, that pleas'd Fl 


or many of the Primitive Chriſtians; tor ſeveral Errors 
crept in among Chriſtians, even while the Apoſtles were 
living on the Earth: But however, we may in ſome Caſes; 
appeal to the Primitive Chriſtians; and their PraQtice, 
when coincident with other and bertet Evidences, may be 
of ſome moment. — 

My intended Brevity won't permit me to tranſcribe thoſe 


Paſlages of the Fathers, which ſpeak of the Baptiſm of In- 


fants, as the general Practice of the Primitive Church; and 
I may eaſily be excus d; fince a Learned Author has late- 
ly favoured the World with a large Collection of my 


on this Subject. Inſtead therefore of tranſcribing the 
thers; I ſhall content my ſelf with tranſcribing a Remark 


made by Da. Pin, who was as intimately converſant with - 


the Fathers, as pethaps ever any in the World, *Tis to be 
met with in his Eccl. Hiſt. Vol. I. Page $0. Edit. London. 
1693. In the Life of Tertullian, he is taking notice of the 
Errors Tertullian held, and, in particular, that of his being, 
in ſome ſence againſt Infanr-Baptiſm, and on this occaſion 
Du-Pin gives us this Remark. 

This Error which relates to the Baptiſm of Infants, is 
particular to Tertullian alone, and we ſhall not find any 
of the Ancients ſpeaking qfter the ſame manner. 

This Remark, if juſt, puts it beyond all contradiction, 
That it was the general Practice of the Primitive Church 
to Baptize Infants: And, for my own part, I look upon 
this as a juſt Remark, and none ought to cenſure ir, till 
they are able to confute it. | 
I with greater pleaſure mention the Practice of the Pri- 
mitive Church in baptizing infants, becauſe among othef 
invidious and indecent Exprefſions, wherewith ſome have 
dared to inſult Infant-Bapriſm, it has alſo been contidently 
ſtiled a Modern and Popiſh Invention. 

Thus have I, Sir, finiſhed what propos'd, in ordet to 
Repreſent to you your Duty, to dedicate your Children 


to Chriſt in Baptim. 7 
But as ſome of your ty are diſpleaſed with us, — 
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only for baptizing Infants, but becauſe we don't D'p 


when we Baptize, therefore I ſhall not refuſe to give you 
all the Satisfaction I can in this Particular alſo, | 


And to that End I ſhall, 
1. Convince you, That 'tis not ſo eaſy to find Immer- 


ſion or Dipping in the Neto-Teſtament, as ſome have 
tancied. 


2. Shew you, That ſuppoſe the Apoſtles ſometimes” 


Dipt in Baptiſm, yer they alſo, at other times, baptized 
without Dipping. 

3. Demonſtrate that the Lord Jeſus Chiiſt approves of 
our Mode of Baptiſm. | 


1. I am to convince you that it is not ſo eaſy to find 


| Immerſion or Dipping in the New- Teſtament, as ſome have 


fancied. 

And here let me defire you to conſider, 

1, That tis no where in the New- Teſtament expreſly 
ſaid, That Fobn the Baptiſt, or the Apoſtles, or any other 
Miniſters of Chriſt Dipr, when they baptized, Aﬀs 8.38, 
39. bids the faireſt of any Text: But however, tis cer- 
tain, that is not expreſs; for Philip was not then Dipt, 
and yet as much is ſaid of him as of the Eunuch, about 
going down into the Water, and coming up out ot the 
Water. So that all that this Tex expreſly ſays is, That 
Philip and the Eunuch went down both into the Water : 
But how deep they went, or how Philip baptized the 
ed whether by Sprinkling or Dipping, this Text is 
tent. © 

2. That the Inferences, ſome would draw from Scrip- 


ture to ſupport Dipping, are not ſatisfactery. 


They would infer from Job 3. 23. That John the Bap- 


tiſt Dipt when he baptized. 


But this Inference is not fatisfaQtory ; for Geographers 
tell us, that there are none but ſhallow Rivulets in thoſe 


Parts; and if fo, this Text, inſtead of tavouring Immer- 
ſion, does utterly overthrow it. And beſides, John had 


Reaſons enough to baptize where there was much Water, 


tho' he never Dipt; for how _—_ his valt — 
c 
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bs baptized without much Water? Or how could the yet 


greater Multitudes, that commonly attended John, be te- 


treſh'd in that hot Region without much Water? 

They would alſo infer from ſuch Texts as ſpeak of 
going into the Water, when Perſons were baptiz'd, that 
Dipping was the Mode of baptizing. 5 

But neither is this Inference ſatis factory; for they might 
chuſe to go into the Water a little way, when they were 
Baptiz d, even tho' they were only ſprinkled ; and that, 
becauſe the Water was cooler and cleaner at ſome diſtance 
from the Shore ;or becauſe this was moſt refreſhing inthat 
hot Region; for waſhing the Feet was ſo very retreſhing 


there, it was uſually a part of the Viſiters Entertainment. 


Theſe or the like Reaſons for their going into the Wa- 
ter, may better be aſſign'd, than that of Dipping « tor, 
how could Fobn, even ſuppoſe his Diſciples affiſted him, 
ever bear the Fatigue of Dipping ſuch vaſt Multitudes, as 
were Baptiz d? And beſides, where were their Baptiſmal 
Garments, or retiring Rooms to dreſs or undreſs ? 


They would alſo infer from Rom. 6. 4. Col. 2. 12. BA- 
ried with Chriſt in Baptiſm, That Perſons were dipt in 


Baptiſm. 2 a | a | 
But this Inference is as little ſatisfactory as the former, 
for tis no more than a Conjecture, that the Mode of 
Baptiſm is here alluded to, and a Conjecture that may 
Vail the Nobler and Spiritual Aims of thoſe Words. And 
why in Rom. 6. muſt the Word Buried at v. 4. any more 
allude to the Mode of Baptiſm, than the Word Planted 
at v. 5? | | +. 
3. Let me defire you to conſider, That rhe Scriptures 
ſeem to be agaſhſt Dipping in Baptiſm; for 
In the New-Teſtament, where Dipping is certainly in- 
tended, not Bari, but Ban is uſed, as Mat. 26.23; 
| Mark. 14. 20. Luke 16. 24. John 13, 26. Rev. 19. 13. and 
what is this, but an Intimation, that Baptizing and Dips 
pio are different things? | I 


The New-T:ftament alio commands Decency in our 
Ads of Divine Worſhip, 1 Cor, 14. 40. But is it —_ 
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for Perſons to appear in the view of both Sexes, with no- 
thing but a looſe thin Gown, and in this to be embraced 


by the Miniſter, tumbled into the Water, and then haled 
up again? x ; X 

The Ner- Teftament alſo has made Baptiſm a part of 
the Miniſterial Work, Mar. 28. 19. And ſometimes there 
may be occafion to Baptize the Adult: But how few Mi- 
niſters are ſtrong enough to Dip ſuch ? What can be ſaid 


therefore in this Caſe > Muſt theſe Miniſters be excus'd 


as to the. Adminiſtration of Baptiſm ? or muſt they be ex- 
cluded the Miniſtry? To excuſe them is unaccountable, 
and to exclude them is barbarous; fince of all the Mini- 
ſterial Qualifications recorded in God's Word, I never yet 
could find this to be one. 

That Miniſters muſt have the ſtrength of Porters. The 
bet Solution therefore of this Difficulty is, That God ne- 
ver enjoyn'd his Miniſters an impoſſible Task; and con- 
ſequently, that, tho? Baptiſm be from Heaven, yet Im- 
merſion is of Men. . 


Thus, Sir, you ſee, That ris no where expreſly ſaid 


in the New Teſtament; that any Dipt when they Baptiz d; 


That the Inferences ſome would have drawn from Scrip- 


ture to ſupport Dipping, are not ſatisfactoty; and that 

the Scriptures ſeem to be againſt Dipping in Baptiſm : 

And are not you hereby convinced, That tis not fo eaſy 

to find Immerſion or Dipping in the New-Teſtament, as 

ſome have fancied ? 5 | $74, 4 
But to proceed, 


2. Iam to ſhew you, That ſuppoſe the Apoſtles ſome- 


times Dipt in Baptiſm, yet they alſo, at other times, bap- 


tized without Dipping. 
This will appear if it be conſider'd, | 
1. That tis not to be doubted, but ſome of the Apoſtles 
Converts fell dangeroully ſick before they could be Bap- 
tized ; and conſequently, the Apoſtles Baptiz d ſuch with- 
out Dipping, or elſe lett them to die without Baptiſm. 
To be baptiz'd would make their dying Condition more 


comfortable, and the Apoſtles would ſcarcy deny them 
5 N ſiuch 
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ſach a Comfort; for Baptiim may he privately admini- 


ſtred, as we have an Inſtance in Philips baptizing the 
E:nuch; tho' Iconfeſs, where there is an Opportunity of 


having it publickly adminiſtred, 'tis more for Edification, - 


2. That according to Mat. 28. 19. the Apoſtles were 


to reach, and baptize in various Parts of the World. And: 
we may believe, that in their large Circuit, they ſometimes 
made Converts, where twas impoſſible to dip them; for, 


in ſome parts of the World there are no Waters deep 
enough; and in other Parts, the deep Waters might be 
frozen up. Theſe and the like things might ſometimes: 
render it impoſſible for the Apoſtles to dip their Converts, 
And can any perſwade themſelves, that the Apoſtles 
would leave their Converts Unbaprized ? | 

3. That the Apoſtles Baptiz d about 3ooo in part of a 


Day, See Acts 2. 41. Now that the 12 Apoſtles had either 


Time or Strength to Dip ſo many, is, u hat can never be 
ſo much as ſuppos'd : And yet none but they are mention- 
ed as preſent on this occaſion, See 44s 2. x, 2, 3, 4, 14, 


1 
Thus have I ſhewed you, That ſuppoſe the Apoſtles 
ſomætimes Dipt in Biptiſm, yet they alſo, at other times, 
Biptized without Dipping. We have this therefore to 
comfort us, under the Reflections we met with for not 
Dipping, That we walk in the Steps of the Apoſtles, who 
underſtood Baptiſm better than our Modern Caſuiſts. 
But however, after all that Ihave fail againſt Dipping, 
T have this farther to add in our Defence, That, ſuppoſe 
the New-Trjtament had expreſly told us, that every Per- 
10n ſaid there to be Baptized was Dipt, yer, even this 
would be no Obligation ro Dip in Great Britain, whers 
not only the Climate is much colder, bur alſo the Inha- 
bitants are leſs accuſtomed ro Waſhing, than the Eaftern 
Nations were. And this brings me to the next thing I 
proper 'd, Viz. 
3. To d-monſtrate that the Lord Jeſus Chiiſt approves 
of our Mode of Baptiſm. dr | 
Tis ſaid, gt. 42. 1, 2. At bat time Teſus went 1 
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he Sabbath day through the Corn, and his Diſciples were 


an bungred, and began to pluck the Ears of C orn, and to 


. 
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ent. But when the Phariſees ſaw it, they ſaid unto him, 
. Behold! thy Diſciples do that which is not lawful to do 


upon the Sabbath- Day. 


Well, how does our Lord defend his Diſciples ? Why, 


among other things, he ſharply animadverts on the Pha- 
riſees at 7. v. But if ye bad known (ſays Chriſt,) what this 
meaneth, I will haue Mercy and not Sacrifice, ye would 
not have condemned the Guiltleſs. | 

Thus did our Lord approve of his Diſciples Fact, 
which the Phariſees cenſur'd as Unlawful. 

Let us compare therefore our Caſe with theirs, and 
*rwill be Demonſtrated, That the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ap- 
proves of our Mode of Baptiſm. 

What the Diſcłples did was ſuppos'd by the Phariſees to 
be contrary to an expreſs Command, Jig. the 4th Com- 
mandment : But your Party have never yet pretended to 
plead an Expreſs Command for Dipping. 

What the Diſciples did was, in ſome ſenſe, Forreign 
to the Sabbath : Bur our Mode of Baptizing does excel- 
lently repreſent to us the nature of Baptiſm for the Scrip- 
ture ſpeaks of Chriſt's Blood being ſprinkled upon us, 
E2:k. 36.25. Heb. 9. 13, 14. and 12. 24. As allo 1 Per. 
1, 2. And beſides, why may not a ſmall quantity of Wa- 
ter repreſent to us the Blood of Jeſus in Baptiim; as well 
as a ſmall quantity of Wine, in the Lord's Supper? 
Was the Diſciples Act a Caſe of Neceſſity? And 
is not ours a greater caſe of Necefſity ? for they might 
have faſted till the next Day, tho' uncomfortably, with- 
out any danger of Life: But we cannot Dip in Great Bri- 
tain, but Myriads of Lives muſt be expos'd. And tha 
not we rather dread a violation of the Sixth Command- 
ment, than the Omiſſion of a Mode? To fay we muſt 


Dip and leave it to Chriſt ro preſerve Life and Health, 


is, in plain Engliſh, to bid us ro he preſumptuous; for 
why muſt we expect Miracles, meerly for the fake of a 
Mode, when we can Baptize without that Mode? And 
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Col. 2. 11, 12. intimates ſuch a Succeſſion? 


3. Why 


CIT) "> 
beſides, might it not as well been urged againſt the Dil 
ciples, That they ought to have faſted, and to have left 
it ro Chriſt to preſerve them from Hunger, or the uncom- 
fortable effects of it? 


I will now appeal therefore to yout own Conſcience, 
whether, if Chriſt were at this Inſtant Perſonally on the 


Earth, and the Zealots of your Party were to bring this 
Charge againſt us for not Dipping, Bebold! they do that 
which is not lawful, whether, I ſay, they would receive 
from Chriſt any milder Anſwer than this, 

But, if you bad known what this meaneth, I will have 


| Mercy and not Sacrifice, ye would not have condemned 


the Guilteſs. 
Permit me now, Sir, for the help of your Memory, 

to contract what has been ſaid into a few Queries, and 

then [ will conclude, | 


1. Why may not the Infants of Profeſſors be baptiz d, 
fince they are in Covenant; as is evident from God's 
requiring them to appear before him, on the moſt ſo- 
lemn Occafions; as alſo from ſeveral Texts both of the 


Old and New Teftaments : Eſpecially, conſidering, God 
bath joined,. being in Covenant and receiving the initiat- 
ing Seal, together, Gen. 17t 10, And it was neceſſary it 
ſhould be ſo, in order ro give us fuller ſatisfaction, That 


Children are in Covenant, and to diſtinguiſh them from 


the Children of Heathens; and your Party dothe ſame 
as to the Adult? | 5 


2. Why may not Infants be Baptiz' d, fince Baptiſm 
ſucceeds Citcumciſion, as is evident, becauſe without 
this, the Privilege of the Chriſtian Church, as to In- 
fants, is not ſo much as equal to that of the Jewiſh: 
The Lord's Supper ſucczeds the paſſover; Perſons are 
ſolemnly introduc'd into the Chriſtian Church by Bap- 
riſm, as formeily into the Jewiſh by Circumciſion ; and 
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þ dangerouſly Sick, before they were Baptiz d; and 
; other 
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3. Why may not Infants be Baptiz'd, ſince the Chri- 


ſtian Sacrament of Baptiſm was taken from the Jew- 


iſh Cuſtom of Baptizing Proſelytes and their Chil- 
dren > 3 


Why may not Infants be Baptiz'd, fince the Com- 


miſſion to baptize, Mar: 28. 19. if taken in the ſenſe 
which was moſt intelligible to the Apoſtles, muſt in- 
tend Infants as well as the Adult: Eſpecially conſider- 
ing there js no Exception of them in that or any other 
Text; nor any other Reaſon why there ſhonld ; for 
the Reaſons commonly aftign'd, would as much ex- 
cept Infants from Circumciſion under the Law, as from 
Baptiſm under the Goſpel ? 


5. Why may not Infants be baptiz'dz Since there is 


more Reaſon to conclude, That the Apoſtles did bap- 
Juze Children, than that they did not; for they Bap- 


tiz d Families, and Children are commonly amongſt 


uch? 


6. Why may not Infants be Baptiz d, fince the 
=_ PraQtice of the Primitive Church is a concurring 
idence on this Account ? 


7. Whether it be ſo eaſy to find Immerſion or Dip» 


ping in the New-Teſtament, as ſome have fancied ; 


fince tis no where expreſly mentioned there; and the 


Inferences ſome would draw from Scripture to ſup- 


port it, are not ſatisfactory; and the Scriptures ſeem 
to be againſt it? | 


8. Whether, ſuppoſe the Apoſtles ſometimes Dipt, 
yet alſo, at other times they did not Baptize with- 
out Dipping; fince ſome of their Converts might fall 
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fo others might live where *rvas impoſſible to Dip them: 
WE -- And, at Feruſa/em there were about 3000 Baptized: 
1 3 by the Apoltles in part of a: Day, Ads 2, 41.? 


7 


4 9. Whether Mat. 12. 7. don't demonſtrate, That our 
1 Lord approves of Baptizing without Dipping in Great 
j Britain, whatever Mode was obſerv'd in Fudea, and 

17 other hot Regions: | þ 
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